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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 

- 


Congress' Authority to 
License Handguns 

By Robert Greenslade 

On January 7, 2003, Rep. 
Rush Holt (D-NJ) introduced the 
"Handgun Licensing and Registration 
Act of 2003" (HR 124 IH) "[t]o provide 
for the mandatory licensing and 
registration of handguns." The bill would 
institute a federal licensing and 
registration scheme if a State did not 
meet the "requirements" of the statute. 
Any person who does not comply would 
face a mandatory 15-year sentence in a 
federal prison. The Court could not 
suspend the sentence of imprisonment 
or grant probation to anyone "who owns, 
possesses, or controls a handgun in the 
State, and who has not completed 
training in firearms safety... is not 
licensed by the State to possess a 
handgun; or...has not registered the 
handgun with a Federal, State, or local 
law enforcement agency." Incidentally 
the sentence exceeds by 10 years the 
one imposed on German Jews in 
1938 for not surrendering their 
firearms. It should come as no surprise 
that this bill lacks any reference to the 
constitutional provision that allegedly 
empowers Congress to enact such a bill 
in the first place. 

Holt’s bill has numerous 
constitutional deficiencies. First, it is ex 
post facto. Article 1, Section 9, Clause 3 
of the Constitution prohibits the federal 
government from enacting ex post facto 
laws. That is, Congress cannot outlaw 
something that was previously lawful. 

The second constitutional 
deficiency is the presumption that the 
Constitution created a national 
government with unlimited authority 
throughout the United States. In fact, the 
States, when they adopted the 
Constitution, established a federal 
government of limited, enumerated 


powers. James Madison, who is 
recognized as the father of the 
Constitution, expressed this principle in 
Federalist essay No. 14: [Ijt is to be 
remembered that the general 
government is not to be charged with 
the whole power of making and 
administering laws. Its jurisdiction is 
limited to certain enumerated objects... 
Further, in Federalist essay No. 45 
Madison wrote, The powers delegated 
by the proposed Constitution to the 
federal government are few and defined 
[in Article 1, Section 8], 

Since the powers granted to 
the federal government do not include 
the licensing and registration of firearms 
- in fact the Bill of Rights, Amendment 
2, prohibits such schemes - the 
handgun-licensing requirement, as 
proposed by Congressman Holt, is 
outside the scope of the limited, 
enumerated powers delegated to the 
federal government. Also it should be 
noted that a license is permission from 
government to do something that would 
otherwise be illegal. A license is 
synonymous with a government granted 
privilege. If you read between the lines, 
Congressman Holt is asserting that the 
possession of a handgun is a 
government granted privilege, not a 
right, and that the federal government is 
the ultimate arbitrator of the guidelines 
for exercising this so-called privilege 
within the several States. 

Have you ever wondered why 
you don't have to register your car with 
the federal government or secure a 
federal drivers license to operate a 
motor vehicle within a State? The 
answer is simple. The federal 
government lacks jurisdiction. It was 
never granted any general police power 
within the several States. The same 
principle applies to firearms. Since the 
federal government lacks the 


constitutional authority to penetrate the 
sovereignty of a State and license the 
operator of a motor vehicle, where 
would it get the authority to register and 
license handguns? 

The third constitutional defect 
is the arrogant assertion that Congress 
has the authority to enact a law 
whenever a member of that body 
disapproves of the internal operation of 
a State. Since the States do not derive 
their powers from the federal 
government, the internal operation of a 
State is not a federal matter or within the 
scope of the limited powers delegated to 
the federal government. It may come as 
a shock to Congressman Holt, but the 
Constitution is a compact or contract 
between the several States. Under the 
constitutional compact, the States are 
the principals and the federal 
government is their agent. The agent 
derives its powers from the principals - 
the principals do not derive their powers 
from the agent. In fact, the States have 
the constitutional authority, through the 
amendment process outlined in Article V 
of the Constitution, to modify, restrict or 
abolish the powers of the federal 
government. However, the federal 
government does not have the 
constitutional authority to infringe, 
restrict or abolish the powers of the 
several States. In reality, the federal 
government exists at the pleasure of the 
States, not visa versa. Thus, any 
assertion that Congress can enact laws 
because it is supreme and above the 
States is specious at best. 

The federal government only 
exists within the confines of the limited 
powers delegated to it by the States. 
Under this republican form of 
government, every power not granted to 
the agent is retained by the principals 
irrespective of the Tenth Amendment. 
Congressman Holt would have us 













— Village Voice, Dec. 19, 2003 


"The animating contest for 
freedom" 

By Michael Badnarik 

Samuel Adams reportedly said, "If 
ye love wealth greater than liberty, the 
tranquility of servitude greater than the 
animating contest for freedom, go 
home from us in peace. We seek not 
your counsel, nor your arms. Crouch 
down and lick the hand that feeds you; 
and may posterity forget that ye were 
ever our countrymen." I am happy to 
report that there are many people now 
engaged in the animating contest for 
freedom. 

One such fighter is my friend, Rick 
Stanley. In his press release last June 
Rick Stanley announced the ending of 
the Preliminary Militia Alert for the 
potential defense and stand-off of 
himself and the Mutual Defense Pact 
Militia in Denver, Colorado. The 
Ordered hearing by Judge Robert 
Patterson for Rick Stanley on June 26, 
2003 was vacated and the Denver 
Police Department verified that the 
Bench Warrant ordered by Judge 
Patterson, as a result of Stanley 
refusing to appear at the unlawful June 
26 hearing, was also vacated, and that 
there is no bench warrant, or any type 
of warrant for Stanley, in the computer 
at this time. 

Allow me to summarize quickly for 
those of you unfamiliar with this 
Second Amendment hero. On 
December 15th, 2001 — Bill of Rights 
Day, the anniversary of the ratification 
of that document in 1791 -- Rick 
Stanley and another patriot gave 
passionate speeches about the Bill of 
Rights and the Second Amendment. 
Then they went to their cars, holstered 
loaded pistols, and were promptly 
arrested by the Denver police. Rick 
deliberately allowed himself to be 
arrested in order to fight this legal battle 
all the way to the Supreme Court. At 
one point the judge told Rick and his 
lawyer that they would be held in 
contempt of court if they mentioned the 
Constitution during their defense. 
Ultimately the judge issued an illegal 
warrant for Rick's arrest. Rather than 
"crouch down" and surrender to an 
unlawful warrant, Rick issued a press 
release promising to resist arrest with 
deadly force. Members of the Mutual 
Defense Pact Militia, a loosely 
organized group of over 500 armed 
patriots from many different states, 
were prepared to travel to Denver in 
order to prevent another bloody 
massacre similar to the one in Waco, 
Texas. Rick's press release proves 
that government officials WILL respect 
the Constitution - if you convince them 


that you are willing to fight to the death. 

Ed.: Rick Stanley was subsequently 
arrested and jailed in Adams County, 
Colorado on a similar charge. 

Criminalizing Librarians 

Confronted with Section 215 of 
Attorney General John Ashcroft's USA 
Patriot Act, Marie Bryan, library services 
director of the Woodland, California, 
public library, considered her options. If 
the FBI, conducting an investigation of 
links to terrorism, decided to come with 
a list of books to be matched with 
borrowers of those books, she would 
have to turn over the names. And she 
would be forbidden by the law to tell 
anyone, including the press, of the 
visitation by the FBI. 

Marie Bryan told users of the 
library: "You may think, 'This won't 
happen to me. It will only happen to 
terrorists.' The vagueness and 
broadness of these measures mean that 
yes, it can happen to anybody." 

Bryan told the Sacramento Bee 
she will not turn over her records to the 
FBI regardless of the consequences. 
"And I am literally willing to go to jail." 

Should there be even a threat 
of retaliation against Marie Bryan, or 
other noncooperative members of the 
64,000-strong American Library 
Association, the ALA, along with many 
thousands of library users, will make 
their outrage plain and direct to 
Ashcroft, FBI director Robert Mueller, 
and Pres. George W. Bush. 

Meanwhile in Cuba, 51-year- 
old Victor Rolando Arroyo who directed 
an independent, private library has been 
sentenced to 26 years in prison after 
Castro's crackdown on dissenters. 

Incredibly there are members 
of the directorate of the American 
Library Association, and some rank-and- 
file members, who agree with the Castro 
judge who declared Arroyo a "lackey of 
the U.S. government." Their charge is 
that the independent librarians are de 
facto agents of the American 
government, which supplies them with 
fax machines, funds, and other 
resources—including publications— 
aimed at overthrowing the Castro 
regime. Accordingly, the ALA has 
refused to condemn Castro's locking 
up the independent librarians. 

A member of the ALA's policy¬ 
making governing council, Mark 
Rosenzweig, says patronizingly that "we 
cannot presume that all countries are 
capable of the same level of intellectual 
freedom that we have in the U.S. Cuba 
is caught in an extremely sharp conflict 
with the U.S. ... I don't think [Cuba] is a 
dictatorship. It's a republic." 


Republic or Democracy? 

Article 4, Section 4 of the 
Constitution states, “The United States 
shall guarantee to every State in this 
Union a Republican Form of 
Government...” Yet every elected 
official from Hicksburg City Hall to the 
president of the United States, tells us 
all the good deeds they promise to do in 
order to make the world more 
“democratic.” 

James Madison had a different 
view: “democracies have ever been 
spectacles of turbulence and contention; 
have ever been found incompatible with 
personal security, or the rights of 
property; and have in general been as 
short in their lives as they have been 
violent in their deaths.” 

What Does a Free People Do 
after Silveira ? 

If the People are disarmed, can 
they protect their country from their 
government? Can a People be free if 
they do not possess the means to 
defend freedom? 

On December 1, 2003, the 
U.S. Supreme Court decided not to 
disturb a recent decision by the 9 th 
Circuit Court of Appeals, which held, in 
effect, that the 2 n ° Amendment Right to 
Keep and Bear Arms is NOT an 
unalienable Right that belongs to 
individuals, but rather it is a right that 
belongs to the “State” - i.e., it is a 
“privilege” to be granted to, or taken 
from, the individual by government fiat. 

With this decision, our 
government has taken another 
significant step toward total 
disarmament of the People and the 
demise of our constitutional Republic. 

Will the People acquiesce? Will 
the People enforce their Right to Keep 
and Bear Arms? 

In 2000, California attorney 
Gary Gorski brought suit in the Eastern 
District of California against California in 
Silveira v. Lockyer. The suit argued for 
the individual right of the People to keep 
and bear arms under the Second and 
Fourteenth Amendments. The case 
sought to overturn California's arbitrary 
ban on semi-automatic rifles - a gun 
ban based on the ergonomic and safety 
features the firearms possess. 

The Silveira lawsuit lost in the 
Eastern District court and was 
subsequently appealed to the Ninth 
Circuit, where it also lost. 

- www.GiveMeLiberty.org 





GOA Looking Ahead to 2004 

There has been an 
unprecedented movement in recent 
months and years towards more gun 
ownership and more freedom to carry 
firearms. 

To be sure, many of these 
"advances" are not pure victories. For 
example, while several states joined the 
concealed carry club this year, none of 
them passed laws that were as good as 
Alaska's. 

But the arrival of Colorado, 
Minnesota, Missouri and New Mexico 
into this world of concealed carry this 
year brings the total number of CCW 
states to 45. 

Much still needs to be done to 
move these states towards fewer 
restrictions. 

We will be very busy this 
upcoming year. We hope you will 
support Gun Owners of America and 
work with us in 2004. 

- GOA's Gun Rights Report for 

2003 

Ed.: GOA is not perfect. 
Founded by a Republican legislator, 
GOA has compromised our rights in 
California so as not to "embarrass" 
certain Republican politicians. 
Nonetheless GOA has more gumption 
and principle than the National Rifle 
Association. Even If you have to scrape 
the barrel to come up with 20 bucks join 
GOA today at Gun Owners of America, 
8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102, 
Springfield, VA 22151 Phone: 703-321- 
8585 / FAX: 703-321-8408 

http://www.qunowners.org 

"ECOSOC's CSD seeks to 
control WEHAB." 

By Henry Lamb 

If you understand this headline you are 
likely part of the problem. It's United 
Nations-speak which means “Economic 
and Social Council's Commission on 
Sustainable Development seeks to 
control Water, Energy, Health, 
Agriculture and Biodiversity.” 

The U.N. bureaucracy lumbers along 
toward its published goal of ruling the 
world. The Commission on Sustainable 
Development, created in 1992 as a 
result of the U.N. Conference on 
Environment and Development in Rio 
de Janeiro, concluded its 11th annual 
meeting in New York, on May 9, 2004. 
The purpose of the Commission is to 
implement "Agenda 21 

(www. sovereignty. net/p/sd/a21)." 

For 11 years, delegates have been 
meeting in exotic places around the 
world, at taxpayers' expense, egged-on 


by thousands of representatives of 
NGOs (non-government organizations) 
again, largely at taxpayers' expense, 
expressly for the purpose of figuring out 
how to control the lives of everyone on 
earth. They know how they want to do 
it, and they are making great strides 
toward achieving their goal. Think 
about it: If this commission can control 
water, energy, health, agriculture and 
biodiversity, they control the people 
who rely on these resources. They're 
well on their way to control water 
www. water- 

2001. de/conferences/default4. asp . 

Energy is up for grabs because the 
U.N. Climate Change Treaty 
<http://sovereiqntv.net/p/clim/CLIMATE 

,txt> calls only for voluntary action, 
while the legally binding Kyoto Protocol 
<http://sovereiqnty.net/p/clim/protocol9 

7.htm> has been rejected by the Bush 
administration [and the Russians]. 

The World Health Organization 
<http://www.who.int/qovernance/en/> is 

in place with 3,500 employees 
stationed around the world. The U.N.'s 
Food and Agricultural Organization 
<http://www.fao.orq/UNFAO/e/wstruc- 

e.htm> has 3,700 employees stationed 
around the world. And the U.N. 
Convention on Biological Diversity 
<http://www.biodiv.org/> is up and 
running, with more than 400 Biosphere 
Reserves around the world. 

These are only a few of the key 
organizations and agencies of the U.N., 
which coordinate their work to achieve 
the objectives set forth in "Agenda 21," 
which is the "Action Plan" to achieve 
global governance, as described by the 
Commission on Global Governance's 
report, "Our Global Neighborhood 
<http://sovereiqntv.net/p/qov/qqanalvsis 

.htm> ." 

On the final day of the CSD meeting in 
New York, Eric Frumin, representing 
the textile unions in the United States, 
but speaking for Global Unions 
<http://www.qlobal-unions.org/> , 
praised the delegates for amending the 
"Action Plan" to more fully integrate the 
body of issues relating to "basic 
security," which is also a goal of the 
U.N.'s International Labor Organization 
<http://www.ilo.org/public/enqlish/prote 

ction/ses/index.htm> . For those 
unfamiliar with U.N. doublespeak, 
"basic security," describes the evolving 
definition of the word "security" as it 
appears in the U.N. Charter. Originally, 
"security" meant defensive security for 
member nations. The new definition 


means "... safety from chronic threats 
such as hunger, disease and 
repression, as well as protection from 
sudden and harmful disruptions in the 
patterns of daily life." Frumin said that 
the changes in the "Action Plan" would 
provide a "Workplace Assessment" 
program to assure that this new brand 
of "security" would be integrated into 
the Commissions' WEHAB priorities. 
Sustainable development, as defined in 
"Agenda 21," is de facto socialism. 
Sustainable development requires 
government to regulate virtually all 
human activity in order to achieve what 
the U.N. determines to be "equitable" 
and "sustainable" use of the planet's 
resources. Freedom cannot survive 
sustainable development. Free markets 
cannot exist under a "sustainable" 
regime. Sustainable development, 
defined and implemented under a 
system of global governance, results in 
the U.N. deciding to what extent 
individual nations may exert what 
remains of their national sovereignty. 

Skirmishes with the U.N., such as the 
recent impasse in the Security Council, 
withdrawal from the Kyoto Protocol, 
and the removal of the United States' 
signature from the International 
Criminal Court, are small steps in the 
right direction. It is foolish, then, to turn 
around and rejoin UNESCO, turn again 
to the Security Council for U.N. 
involvement in Iraq, and to continue to 
send delegates and money to the CSD, 
ECOSOC, UNEP, UNDP and the 
hundreds of other U.N. agencies 
<http://www.state.gov/www/issues/us c 

ontribs io/fv98 index.html> and 

organizations that continue to plot the 
downfall of American values. 

Congress will not seriously consider 
Rep. Ron Paul's HR 1146 
<http://www.eco.freedom.org/bills/hr11 

46.html> , a bill to withdraw from the 
U.N., until the American people realize 
that every day we continue to prop up 
the U.N. brings us closer to global 
governance. 

Impunity Immunity 

By Brutus 

The Law’s for them, but not for me. 
Strip their rights, ignore the rules 
... the law is what I say (the fools.) 

My mind’s made up. I’ll see no proof. 

I’ll set their payments through the roof 
Arrearages that I create. 

Will make State bonus payments great. 

U.S. Title Forty-two 
Secures my robe and income too! 






















What “conflict”? ... Oh no, not me. 
I’m above reproach, you see. 

Take their children. Take their money. 
“Parental Rights”? ... I think it’s funny. 
What recourse have they at all? 
...complain to my friends down the 
hall? 

Appeal me if you think you can. 

The legal maze shall be your end. 
One more hearing. Two more motions. 
“True & Just” - forgotten notions. 

Who dares put me to the test? 
Disbar & break them (like the rest). 
Want to press it? You will see 
just how futile it will be. 

Foxes as the henhouse guard... 
Care less whose rights I disregard. 
Green incentives surely will 
Keep dockets and state pockets filled. 

Behind closed doors we shall decide 
Who’ll “play ball” and join our side? 

Immunity: our strongest shield. 

(My God... what power I now wield). 

All may vote... in each election 
yet none can thwart my insurrection. 

Legislate all day and night 
I’ll change it (when the time is right). 

I must admit my greatest fear 
is of a jury called to hear 
how I’ve plundered citizens 
And turned “the law” to my own ends. 

Lawyers must step carefully 
They may again stand before me 
But, common folk with common sense 
Who sit and hear the evidence... 

All unknown until that day 
They’d render verdicts then walk away. 
How could I control them then? 

My reign would reach a sudden end. 

A jury returns too much power 
to “The People” I’ve devoured. 
They’d hold me like an anchor to 
the Constitution I eschew. 

I shall remain (until that day) 

The King of all that I survey. 


New Jersey Goes Federal! 

By a Jersey Patriot 
Sixty years ago, just before I 
was born, the federal areas in New 
Jersey conformed to what the U.S. 
Constitution, Art. 1, Sec. 8, and the 10 th 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
allowed: post offices, military facilities 


and federal roads such as US 80, the 
Lincoln Highway,. 

Today in New Jersey in 2004 
here is what is federal: 

‘Morristown Historical Battlefield Park - 
National Park Service 
‘Delaware Water Gap - NPS 
*N.J. Pinelands, 23% of the state - NPS 
*N.J. Coastal Heritage Trail - NPS 
‘Great Swamp Nat’l Wildlife Refuge - 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife service 
‘Edwin B. Forsythe NWR- USFWS 
‘Great Egg Harbor River - NPS 
‘Musconetcong River-NPS 
‘Delaware River (north of Trenton) - 
NPS 

All the aforementioned violate 
the U.S. Constitution’s Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 17, which reads: “The 
Congress shall have power...to 
exercise...authority over ail places 
purchased by the consent of the 
Legislature of the State in which the 
same shall be, for the erection of forts, 
magazines, arsenals, dock-yards and 
other needful buildings.” 

Has federalization of New 
Jersey stopped? No! 

Here’s what’s currently being 
pushed to become federal: 

‘Crossroads of the American Revolution 
National Heritage Area, in parts of 14 of 
NJ’s 21 counties - NPS 
‘Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary National Historical Trail, 
which runs from Rhode Island to Virginia 
-NPS 

‘Lincoln Highway National Heritage 
Corridor, from NJ to California - NPS 
‘Delaware River Heritage Trail, Trenton 
to Camden - NPS 

‘Another National Wildlife Refuge, in 
Mercer and Burlington counties 
(Trenton, Hamilton, Bordentown marsh 
and Crosswicks Creek) - USFWS 
‘Highlands Stewardship Area, in 5 NJ 
counties and parts of PA, NY and CN - 
U.S. Forest Service. If implemented a 
N.J. State Commission will govern the 
Highlands under federal rules. Then in 
time it will be designated a United 
Nations International Biosphere Reserve 
just as our N.J. Pinelands were in 1983, 
without the knowledge or consent of our 
elected officials. 

The aforementioned existing 
and proposed federal areas and trails 
will reduce New Jersey to the status of a 
mere federal province. 

Review the web site 
www.inlibertyandfreedom.com/rsns.htm 

for the true story of 85 property owners 
in a NPS “national heritage area” being 
ousted for scenic view! 

It happened to beach front 
property owners in Port Monmouth, NJ 
in the NPS Coastal Heritage Trail! 


Also check out Property Rights 
Foundation of America at 
www.prfamerica.org 


Many Falsely Imprisoned by 
Prosecutors 

WASHINGTON (AP) - State and 
local prosecutors bent or broke the rules 
to help put 32 innocent people in prison, 
some under death sentence, since 
1970, according to The Center for Public 
Integrity, which conducted the first 
nationwide study of prosecutorial 
misconduct. 

There are about 30,000 local 
prosecutors in 2,341 jurisdictions. 
The study excluded federal 
prosecutors. 

Prosecutors misbehaved so badly in 
more than 2,000 cases during that 
period that appellate judges dismissed 
criminal charges, reversed convictions 
or reduced sentences. 

The study found 223 prosecutors 
who had been cited by judges for two or 
more cases of unfair conduct but only 
two prosecutors who had been 
disbarred in the past 33 years for 
mishandling criminal cases. 

The study found 28 cases involving 
32 defendants in which judges 
concluded that misconduct by 
prosecutors contributed to the 
convictions of innocent people. All 32 
were later exonerated, 12 of them by 
DNA evidence. Some of these innocent 
defendants had been convicted of 
murder, rape or kidnapping; some had 
been under death sentence. 

An additional 31 innocent defendants 
were convicted despite their allegations 
of misconduct by prosecutors. But in 
those cases appellate judges dismissed 
the misconduct allegations or ruled 
prosecutors committed "harmless error." 

Charles Lewis, executive director of 
the center, said that by focusing only on 
cases in which appellate judges found 
misconduct the study presented "an 
extremely conservative and undoubtedly 
understated picture of the problem." 

District Attorney Joshua Marquis, a 
National District Attorneys Association 
board member, said the results 
suggested that the problem was 
"episodic, not epidemic." 

Project director Steve Weinberg said 
researchers analyzed 11,458 appellate 
rulings in which prosecutor misconduct 
was raised as an issue. 

In 2,017 cases, appellate judges 
found misconduct serious enough to 
order dismissal of charges, reversal of 
convictions or reduction of sentences. In 
an additional 513 cases, at least one 





judge filing a separate concurring or 
dissenting opinion thought the 
misconduct warranted reversal. 

In thousands more cases, judges 
labeled prosecutorial behavior 
inappropriate but characterized it as 
"harmless error" and allowed a 
conviction to stand or a trial to continue. 

'We are really talking about 
misconduct in the cases that went to 
trial," Weinberg said, noting that, 
nationally, 95 percent of defendants 
who are charged never go to trial. A 
majority plead guilty without a trial. 

"We eliminated more than 90 
percent of all the criminal cases in 
the United States that could harbor 
misconduct," because there was no 
way to detect it, Weinberg said. But 
Washington University law professor 
Katherine Goldwasser, a former 
prosecutor, said it was not safe to 
assume that "guilty pleas are absent 
prosecutorial misconduct." 

The study found the following types 
of misconduct: 

* Making inappropriate or inflammatory 
comments in front of the jury. 

* Introducing or trying to introduce 
inadmissible or inflammatory evidence. 

* Mischaracterizing evidence or facts to 

the court or jury. 

* Excluding jurors on the basis of race, 
ethnicity, gender or other discriminatory 
grounds. 

* Making improper closing arguments. 
Hiding, destroying or tampering with 
evidence, case files or court records. 

* Failing to disclose exculpatory 
evidence. 

* Threatening, badgering or tampering 

with witnesses. 

* Using false or misleading evidence. 

* Harassing, displaying bias toward or 
having a vendetta against a defendant 
or defense lawyer, including denial of 
speedy trial and selective or vindictive 
prosecution. 

* Improper behavior during grand jury 
proceedings. 

www.publicintegrity.org/dtaweb/home.as 
p, June 26, 2003 

Letter to the Editor 

NJM, 

See reference to 


www.worldnetdaily.com/news/article.as 
p?ARTICLE_ID=35919 

From context, they might 
have intended to reference NH Militia? 
Regards, 

HH, Somerset County 

* * * 

"Feds probe poison-gas 
plot," by WorldNetDaily.com Dec. 2, 
2003 

The discovery of a sodium 
cyanide bomb, a stockpile of 
components needed to make other 
chemical weapons and a cache of 
illegal arms has led to the arrests of 
three suspected domestic terrorists and 
prompted a nationwide hunt for 
possible co-conspirators who could be 
plotting a mass-casualty attack 
somewhere in the United States. 

Federal agents have served 
hundreds of subpoenas across the 
country in the counterterrorism case, 
which has been the subject of 
President Bush's daily intelligence 
briefings. 

The investigation was 
triggered with the April arrest of a New 
Jersey man tied to the New Jersey 
Militia who purchased fake 
identification documents that got 
intercepted by federal authorities. 

The documents intended for 
Edward Feltus, 56, of Old Bridge, N.J., 
included birth certificates from North 
Dakota, Vermont and West Virginia and 
phony identification cards for the 
Defense Intelligence Agency and the 
United Nations Multinational Force. 
Feltus pleaded guilty to possessing the 
documents. 

The intercepted package 
was sent from William Krar, 62 of Tyler, 
Texas, who has pleaded guilty to 
possessing a dangerous chemical 
weapon. His common-law wife, 54- 
year-old Judith Bruey, pleaded guilty to 
conspiracy to possess illegal weapons. 

The couple were arrested in 
May after investigators found a large 
quantity of sodium cyanide and 
hydrochloric, nitric and acetic acids, 
and literature detailing the use of 
sodium cyanide to make a chemical 
weapon in a storage unit they rented in 
Tyler. 


Investigators also found a 
cache of illegal firearms in the couple's 
possession - including machine guns, 
an assault rifle and an unregistered 
silencer - and literature depicting white 
supremacist and militant beliefs. 

KTVT-Dallas reports an FBI 
affidavit for a search warrant notes 
Krar, who is originally from New 
Hampshire, was "actively involved in 
the militia movement ... a good source 
of covert weaponry for white 
supremacist and anti-government 
militia groups in New Hampshire." 

Investigators told KTVT 
they suspect Krar, who has not paid 
taxes since 1988, earns a living selling 
illicit bomb components to underground 
anti-government groups across the 
country. Authorities fear he may have 
manufactured more than one sodium 
cyanide bomb and sold them. 

Krar and his conspirators 
reportedly are not talking to 
investigators, which fuels speculation of 
co-conspirators and an outstanding 
terror plot. 

WorldNetDaily reported 
exclusively last week that al-Qaida 
terrorists are also plotting to use 
cyanide gas as a weapon of mass 
destruction. 

Ed.: though the article 
references both NH and NJ the explicit 
reference to New Jersey has also 
appeared in other press reports. See 
our June, 2003 issue for one account. 

“The militia is the natural 
defense of a free country” 

The militia is the natural 
defense of a free country against 
sudden foreign invasion, domestic 
insurrections and domestic usurpation 
of power by rulers. The right of the 
citizens to keep and bear arms has 
justly been considered as the palladium 
of the liberties of the republic; since it 
offers a strong moral check against the 
usurpation and arbitrary power of 
rulers; and will generally...enable the 
people to resist and triumph over them. 
-Joseph Story, Supreme Court justice, 
1833 
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